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COMISIWN FFINIAU LLYWODRAETH LEOL I GYMRU
BWRDEISTREF NEDD

AROIWNG O DREFNIADAU ETHOLIADOL Y DOSBARTH
CYNIGION DRAFFT

1. Yr ydym ni, Comisiwn Ffiniau Llywodraeth Leol i Gymru, wedi cwblhau rhan
gyntaf yr arolwg o drefniadau etholiadol ¥ dosbarth ar gyfer Bwrdeistref Nedd
yn Sir Gorllewin Morgannwg ac yn cyflwyno'n Cynigion Drafft ar gyfer
trefniadau etholiadol newydd yn ¥y Fwrdeistref. Byddwn yn ystyried yn ofalus
yr holl sylwadau a anfonir atom ar y cyanigion hynny cyn llunio’n cynigion

terfynol a'u cyflwyno i Ysgrifennydd Gwladol yr Adran Gartref.

2. Mae'n ofynnol, o dan Atodiad 10 Deddf Llywodraeth Leol 1972, i ni wneud
arolwg o drefniadau etholiadol rhyw ddosbarth cyn gynted ag sy'n ymarferol ar
ol i'r Ysgrifennydd Gwladol gyhoeddi ei benderfyniad terfynol ar yr olaf o'r
gorchmynion y bwriada eu gwneud yngl?n arr cymdeithasau yn y dosbarth hwnnw o
ganlyniad i'r Arolwg Cymdeithas Arbennig. Mae adran 60 y Ddeddf yn gosod
canllawiau'r drefniadaeth y mae'n rhaid eu dilyn wrth gynnal yr arolwg, ac yr
ydym wedi cydymffurfio Aty drefniadaeth hon a eglurir yn fanwl yn ein

Hadroddiad Rhif 3, dyddiedig 2 Chwefror 1977.

3. Ar 16 Mehefin 1980, cyhoeddodd Ysgrifennydd Gwladol Cymru ei benderfyniad
terfynol ar yr olaf o'r gorchmynion y bwriada eu gwneud o ganlyniad i'r
Arolwg Cymdeithas Arbennig o Fwrdeistref Nedd. Ym unol a r drefniadaeth a
gyhoeddwyd gennym, gwnaethom ysgrifennu ar 31 Gorffennaf 1980 at Gyngor
Bwrdeistref Nedd, Cyngor Sir Gorllewin Morgannwg, pob cyngor cymdeithas yn yr
ardal, Aelod Seneddol yr etholaeth leol, cymdeithasau'r awdurdodau lleol a'r
pleidiau gwleidyddol i ddweud wrthynt ein bod yn bwriadu bwrw ymlaen a'r
arolwg ac 1 ofyn am eu sylwadau, gan gynnwys sylwadau ynglyn a maint priodol
y Cyngor Bwrdeistref. ¥n ogystal, gofynnwyd i'r Cyngor Bwrdeistref roi
gwybod i ni am nifer yr etholwyr ym mhob cymdeithas a ward gymde ithas newydd
ac amcangyfrif nifer yr etholwyr ar gyfer pob un o'r ardaloedd hyn ym 1985.
Gwnaethom hefyd gyhoeddi mewn papurau newydd 1lleol yn y Fwrdeistref ein

bwriad i gynnal yr arolwg.

4, Mae'n rhaid i ni baratoi'n trefniadau etholiadol ar gyfer unrhyw

ddosbarth yn unol 4 darpariaethau adran 78 Deddf Llywodraeth Leol 1972, ¥

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR WALES

THE BCRCUGH OF NEATH
REVIEW OF DISTRICT ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS

DRAFT PROPOSALS

1e We, the Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales, have completed
the first stage of the review of the district electoral arrangements for
the Borough of Neath in the County of West Glamorgan and present our Draft
Proposals for new electoral arrangements within the Borough. We will
consider carefully all representations made to us in respect of them before

formulating our final proposals and submitting them to the Secretary of
State for the Home Department.

2. We are required by Schedule 10 to the Local Government Act 1972, to
review the electoral arrangements of a district as soon as practicable after
the Secretary of State has amnnounced his final decision on the last of the
orders he proposes to make in respect of the communities in that district
consequent upon the Special Community Review. Section 60 of the Act lays
down procedural guidelines which are to be followed in carrying out the
review, and we have followed this procedure which is explained in detail in
our Report No 3, dated 2 February 1977.

3. The Secretary of State for Wales announced on 16 June 1980 his final
decision on the last of the orders he proposes to make consequent on the
Special Community Review of the Borough of Neath. We, in accordance with
our published procedure, wrote on 31 July 1980 to Neath Borough Council,
West Glamorgan County Council, all community councils in the area, the
Member of Parliament for the local constituency, the local authority
associations and political parties informing them of our intention to proceed
with the review and requesting their views, including views on the
appropriate size of the Borough Council. In addition we asked the Borough
Council to provide us with the number of electors in each new community and
community ward and the estimated number of electors for each of these areas
in 1985. We also published our intention to conduct the review in local

newspapers circulating in the Borough.

4, We are obliged to prepare our electoral arrangements for a district in

accordance with the provisions of section 78 of the Local Government Act 1972,




mae is-adran (2) ohoni'n ei gwneud yn ofynnol i ni, cyn belled ag sy'n
rhesymol ymarferol, gydymffurfio a'r rheolau a nodwyd yn Atodiad 1 y Ddeddf.
Mae'r rheolau hyn (paragraff 3(2) yr Atodiad) yn pennu, o ystyried unrhyw
newid yn nifer neu ddosbarthiad yr etholwyr llywodraeth leol mewn dosbarth

A
sy'n debyg o ddigwydd yn ystod ¥ cyfnod o bum mlynedd ar ol arolwg:-

. A
a. y dylai nifer yr etholwyr llywodraeth leol, o'i gymharu a
nifer y cynghorwyr a etholir, fod yr un fath, neu mor agos

a phosibl, ym mhob ward yn y dosbarth;

A
b. mewn dosbarth, y dylai pob ward mewn cymdeithas sydd a chyngor
cymdeithas (p'un ai ar wahin neu'n gyngor cyffredin) ddod yn
gyfan gwbl o fewn un ward yn y dosbarth;

c. mewn dosbarth, y dylai pob cymdeithas sydd heb ei rhannu'n
wardiau cymdeithas ddod yn gyfan gwbl o fewn un ward yn y
dosbarth.

¥n unol a'r rheolau hyn, mae hefyd yn ofynnol i ni roi sylw (a) i'r angen am
bennu ffiniau sydd ac a fydd yn hawdd eu hadnabod; a (b) i unrhyw
gysylltiadau lleol a gQi eu torri wrth bennu unrhyw ffin arbennig. Gwnaethom
ystyried y ddwy ffactor hyn wrth ddiffinio'r cymdeithasau a'r wardiau
cymdeithas newydd yn ystod Arolwg Cymdeithas Arbennig y Fwrdeistref.

5. Nid yw'r Ddeddf yn cynnwys unrhyw ddarpariaeth yng1§n 2 maint cynghorau
dosbarth. Yn ein Hadroddiad Rhif 3 (paragraff 13, o dan y pennawd "Maint y
Cynghorau'), tynnwyd sylw at yr amrywiaeth fawr yn y gynrychiolaeth ar lefel
y dosbarth yng Nghymru, a dywedwyd mai'n barn ar y pryd oedd fod yr amrywiaeth
yn fwy nag yr oedd eisiau iddi fod ond mai anaddas fyddai ciisio safoni lefel
y gynrychiolaeth. Mae'r sylwadau a gyflwynwyd i ni ynglyn a maint Cyngor
Bwrdeistref newydd Nedd yn awgrymu na ddylai'r Cyngor gael llai na'r 33

aelod presennol. Yr ydym wedi bwrw ymlaen ar y sail fod maint y cyngor
presennol fwy neu lai'n gywir ar gyfer Bwrdeistref Nedd a'n prif nod fu

pennu nifer y cynghorwyr er mwyn sicrhau lefel gyson o gynrychiolaeth, gan
gyﬁryd i ystyriaeth amcangyfrifon o nifer yr etholwyr ymhen pum mlynedd a

chan weithio o fewn cyfyngiadau Atodiad 11.

4.

which requires us by subsection (2), to comply, as far as is reasonably
practicable, with the rules set out in Schedule 11 to the Act. These
rules, (paragraphs 3(2) of the Schedule), require that, having regard to
any change in the numbér or distribution of local government electors of a

district likely to take place within the period of five years immediately
following a review:~

2. the ratio of the mumber of local government electors to
the number of councillors to be elected shall be, as nearly

as may be, the same in every ward of the district;

b. in a district every ward of a community having a community
council (whether separate or common) shall lie wholly within
a single ward of the district;

Ce in a district every community which is not divided into

community wards shall }1i2 wholly within a single ward of the
district.

Subject to these rules, we are required also to héve regard to (a) the
desirability of fixing boundaries which are and will remain easily
identifiable and (b) any local ties which would be broken by the fixing of
any particular boundary. We took account of these two factors when we

defined the new communities and community wards during the Special Community
Review of the Borough.

5e The Act contains no provisions as to the size of district councils.

In our Report No 3 (paragraph 13 headed "Sigze of Council") we drew attention
to the considerable disparity in representation at district level in Wales,
and said that our provisional view was that the range of differences was
greater than it need be but that it would be inappropriate to try to
establish a standardised scale of representation. The representations made
to us in relation to the size of the new Neath Borough Council suggest that
the Council should not have less than the present number of 33 members. We
have proceeded on the basis that the size of the present council is
approximately right for the Borough of Neath and our main aim has been

to distribute the representation in such a way as to achieve good parity of
representation, taking into account estimates of the size of the electorate

five years hence, and working within the constraints imposed by Schedule 11.

5e




6. Mae'n sicr y bydd Cyngor Sir Gorllewin Morgannwg a'r Cyngor Bwrdeistref
yn ystyried effaith trefniadau etholiadau'r dosbarth ar gynllun etholiadol ¥
Cyngor Sir. Fe'n rhwystrir gan baragraff 1% Atodiad 10 yADdeddf rhag gwneud
arolwg o drefniadau etholiadol y gwahanol sirocedd tan ar ol gwneud y
gorchymyn olaf yngl?n Aty trefniadau etholiadol ar gyfer ¥y dosbart%au mewn
sir. Mae'r rheolau ar gyfer gtrefniadau etholiadol y siroedd, a geilr ym.
mharagraff 1 Atodiad 11 y Ddeddf, yn debyg iawn i'r rhai ar gyfer trefniadau
etholiadol y dosbarthau. Ond mae effaith y cyfyngiadau'n fwy llym o lawer
oherwydd darpariaethau adran 25(2)(a) y Ddeddf, sy'n pennu y dylai po?
rhanbarth etholiadol o fewn ¥y siroedd ethol un cynghorydd yn unig. Ni welw?
sut y gellir llunio trefniadau ethgliadol doeth a theg i'r siroedd mewn rhai
rhannau o Gymru drwy gydymffurfio a'r holl gyfyngiadau a nodwyd ga? y Ddeddf,
ac ymddengys yn anochel y bydd rhaid 1 ii ddweud o dan rai amgylchiadau nad
yw'n rhesymol ymarferol i gydymffurfio a darpariaethau paragraff T(Z)(a)'
Atodiad 11 y Ddeddf. Byddwn yn diffinio nifer o ranbarthau etholiadol §1r01
mewn rhai o'r cymdeithasau mwyaf yng Nghymru na rennir mohonynt yn wardiau
cymdeithas, er ¥y gall cymdeithasau o'r fath ffurfio ward ddosbarth. Fodd

X . sy
bynnag, ein nod fydd sicrhau ¥y caiff pob dosbarth mewn sir €1 gynrychioli'n

briodol ar y cyngor sir.

7. Mae'n annhebyg ¥ cwyd problemau o'r math hwn yn yr arolwg etholiadol o
Sir Gorllewin Morgannwg i'r graddau y mae'n effeithio ar Fwrdeistref Nedd.
Ond byddem yn ddiolchgar pe bai'r 2yngor Sir a'r Cyngor.BWfdelstref yn
ystyried ¥y Cynigion Drafft hyn yn ol fel y gallent effeithio ar arolwg

etholiadol y Sir.

8. Cynigiwn y dylai'r Fwrdeistref gael cyngor a 34 aelod a 22 ward wedi'u'
seilio ar fframwaith newydd y cymdeithasau. Ceir disgrifiad bias o'r wardiau
arfaethedig yn Atodiad A a dangosir eu ffiniau, sy'n cydredeg a ffiniau'r
cymdeithasau a'r wardiau cymdeithas newydd, gan linellau gwyrdd di-dor ér y
map a roddwyd yn Swyddfeydd Cyngor Bwrdeistref Nedd, Cyngor Sir Gorllewin .
Morgannwg a Swyddfeydd y Comisiwn yng Nghaerdydd. Er mwyn eu cyéharu, nodir
y trefniadau etholiadol presennol ar gyfer y Fwrdeistref yn Atodiad B.

Crynodeb o'r Sylwadau a dderbyniwyd

9. Dywedodd Cyngor Bwrdeistref Nedd fod maint presennol y Cyngor o 3% aelod
fwy neu lai'n gywir yn eu barn hwy, ond na fyddent yn gwrthwynebu newid bach

6.

6. No doubt West Glamorgan County Council and the Borough Council will be
considering the effect of the district electoral arrangements on the County
Cocuncil electoral scheme. We are precluded by paragraph 13 of Schedule 10 to
the Act from reviewing electoral arrangements for counties until after the last
order has been made in respect of the electoral arrangements for the

districts in a county. The rules for county electoral arrangements ccntained
in paragraph 1 of Schedule 11 to the Act are very similar to those for
district electoral arrangements. However the constraints are made far more
rigid by the provisions of section 25(2)(&) of the Act, which requiresthat
each county electoral division should return one councillor only. We cannot
see how, in certain parts of Wales sensible and fair county electoral
arrangements can be devised by complying with all the constraints imposed by
the Act, and it seems inevitable that we will have to say in some

circumstances that it is not reasonably practicable to comply with the
provisions of paragraph 1(2)(a) of Schedule 11 to the Act. In some of the larger
comminities in Wales which are not divided into community wards, we will define
a number of county electoral divisions even though such communities may form a
district ward. However it will be our aim to ensure that each district in a

county is properly represented on the county councile

Te It seems unlikely that problems of this nature will arise in the
electoral review of the County of West Glamorgan in so far as it affects the
Borough of Neath. But we will be grateful if both the County Council and the

Borough Council would consider these Draft Proposals as they may affect the
County electoral Teview.

8, We propose that the Borough should have a council of 34 members and 22
wards based on the new community structure. The proposed wards are described
briefly in Schedule A and their boundaries which are also the new community
and community ward boundaries, are shown by continuous green lines on the map
placed on deposit at the Offices of Neath Borough founcil, West Glamorgan
County Council and the Offices of the Commission in Cardiff. For the

bPurposes of comparison the present electoral arrangements for the Borough are
given in Schedule B.

Summary of Representations received

9. Neath Borough Council stated that in their view the present size of the

Council of 33 members was about right, but they would not object to a minor




yn yr aelodaeth pe bai rhaid wrth un er mwyn sicrhau cynrychiolaéth gytbwys
rhwng y wardiau. Dangosai eu ffigurau fod nifer yr etholwyr wedi aros yn
gyson, gyda'r unig newidiadau arwyddocacl yn Wardiau Cefnsae?on a Chrynallt
yng Nghymdeithas Castell-nedd lle'r oedd ystadau p:eswyl preifat sy%véddol
yn cael eu codi bellach - datblygiad a fyddai, yn ol pob tebyg, Wedl.l
gwblhau erbyn 1985, Yn yr un modd, yn Ward‘Di Bryn-coih yng Ngh?mdelthas
Blaenhonddan y ceid yr unig ddarn mawr o dir a chaniatfd cynllunio lle ¥y

gallai gwaith gychwyn cyn 1985 a thrwy hynny, efallai, effeithio ar nifer
yr etholwyr.

10. Ni chawsom gynllun ffurfiol gan y Cyngor Bwrdeistref. Cyflwyn?dé C%erc
a Phrif Swyddog ¥y Fwrdeistref adroddiad rhagarweiniol i Bwyllsor'Fflnlau r
Cyngor. Ina, cyflwynodd Grﬁp Llafur Cyngor Bwrdeistref.Nedd i ni %ynllun
etholiadol y cytunwyd arno, meddid, gan y pleidiau gwleidyddol erall} ér ?
Cyngor Bwrdeistref, ynghyd 3 chopi o adroddiad y Clerc i Bwyllgor Ffiniau'r

Cyngor.

11 Ni wnaeth Cyngor Sir Gorllewin Morgannwg unrhyw sylwadau ar faint y

Cyngor Bwrdeistref. Barn yTr Aelod Sirol ar gyfer ardaloedd Llanilltud Fach,

Gnoll, Cimla Isaf a Glannant oedd y dylai pob ardal gael un cynghorydd
dosbarth, am ¥ cynrychiolid yr ardal fawr hon ar y pryd gan bedwar cynghorydd
’ 0
dosbarth ac na allai'r etholwyr, felly, unisethufu hunain ag un cynghorydd
i bodaeth, nodyn ar
arbennig. Yn ogystal, cyflwynodd y Cyngor Sir, er gwybo ,A. N
ddatblygiadau tai yn ardal Castell-nedd yn ¥ dyfodol, a gadarnhai sylwa

Cyngor Bwrdeistref.

12. Y¥n eu sylwadau hwy, dywedodd Grcb Plaid Lafur Cyngor Bwrdeistref Nedd eu
bod, wrth benderfynu'r pwyntiau yr oeddent am eu gwneud, wedi cadw ?ewn cof
Adroddiad Rhif 3 y Comisiwn, Atodiad B, a gynhwysai'r rheolau y dylid eu
dilyn wrth ystyried trefniadau etholiadol ar gyfer dosbarthau. Dywedent nad
oedd cynigion y Clerc ar gyfer Wardiau Gogledd a De Tref Castell-nedd ?
Chymdeithas Llansawel yn cydnabod bodolaeth cymdeithasau yn yT ardal, a'u bod

wedi'u seilio'n hytrach ar awydd am daclusrwydd mathemategol. Methai'r rhain

2 chymryd i ystyriaeth:-

i. realiti ffyrdd Cwm Afan/Cimla fel 1linellau rhannu

rhwng cymdeithasau;

ad justment in membership if this was required for the purpose of achieving
a proper balance of ward representation. Their calculations showed that
the electorate was constant, the only significant changes being in the Cefn
Saeson and Crynallt Wards of thegCommunity'of Neath, where significant
private residential estates were now under construction and would in all
probability be completed by 1985. Similarly the Bny%é?ch South Ward of

the Community of Blaenhonddan contained the only large area of land with

planning permission where work might start before 1985 and therefore might
affect the size of electorate.

10, The Borough Council did not submit a formal scheme to us. The Clerk
and Chief Officer of the Borough presented a preliminary report to the
Boundaries Committee of the Council. The Neath Borough Council Labour Group
then submitted an electoral scheme to us, which, they said, had the agreement
of the other political parties on the Borough Council and this was

accompanied by a copy of the Clerk's report to the Boundaries Committee of the
Council.

11. West Glamorgan County Council made no observations on the size of the
Borough Council. The view taken by fhe County Member for the Llantwit, Gnoll,
Lower Cimla and Glannant areas was that each area should have one district
councillor since this large area was at present represented by four district
councillors and the electorate were therefore unable to identify themselves
with one councillor. The County Council also submitted, for information, a

note on future housing development in the Neath area, which confirmed the
observations of the Borough Council.

12, In their submission, the Neath Borough Council Labour Party Group said

that in determining their comments they had had regard to the Commission's
Report No 3, Appendix B, which contained the rules to be observed in
considering district electoral arrangements. They said that the Clerk's
Proposals for the North and South Wards of Neath Town and for the Community
of Briton Ferry did not vecognise the existence of communities within the

area, and were based rather on a desire for arithmetical neatness. These
failed to take into account:-

i, the reality of the Afan Valley/Cimla Roads as a community
dividing line,

9.




ii. y gellid cyfeirio bron yn ddiwahan at yr un
ardal fel "Penrhiwtyn'" neu "Melincryddan®.
Dywedent mai cyfuno'r ddwy ward gymdeithas yn
un ward ddosbarth oedd yr unig weithred a

ystyriai gysylltiadau cymuned;

iii. nad oedd yr etholwyr a drigai ym Mhenrhiwtyn yn
ystyried eu hunain yn rhan o Gymdeithas Llansawel.
Dywedent y cydnabyddid hyn gan y Comisiwn yn yr
Arolwg Cymdeithas Arbennig a gynigiai gymdeithas

ar wahan i Lansawel, heb gynnwys Penrhiwtyn.

Ychwanegent fod un aelod o Ward y Gogledd ar y pryd wedi cytuno ag awgrym y
Clerc y dylid cyfuno wWwardiau Cefnsaeson a Chrynallt gan mai dyna'r berthynas

EyWir.

13. Dywedai Ger y Blaid Lafur mai barn yr aelodau lleol oedd na ddylid
cyfuno Dulais ac Onllwyn at ddibenion etholiadau dosbarth. Gwahanwyd yr
ardaloedd hyn at ddibenion cyngor cymdeithas ac yr oedd y ddwy gymdeithas yn
wahanol a phlwyfol iawn yn eu hagwedd at faterion llywodraeth leol.
Gwrthwynebai'r Gr@p yr awgrym y dylid cyfuno Ward Gogledd Coed=-ffranc a
Dyffryn Clydach gan nad oedd unrhyw berthynas rhwng yr ardaloedd hyn, meddent,
ac nad oedd cynrychiolaeth o un cynghorydd dosbarth yn addai oherwydd ¥y
ddaearyddiaeth leol. Anogent, felly, gynrychioiaeth ar wahan ar'gyfer .
Dyffryn Clydach, ardal a fyddai'n parhau i fod a'i chyngor cymdeithas ei hun.
Gofynnent hefyd am i Wardiau Gogledd a De Cymdeithas Blaenhonddan gael aros
yn un ward at ddibenion etholiadau dosbarth, ac i beﬁtref Blaen-gwrach gae%
ei gynrychioli ar wahan a pheidio 2 chael ei gyfuno a Ward y Canol Gorllewinol
yng Nghymdeithas Glyn-nedd oherwydd nad oedd unrhyw berthynas ddaearyddol
rhwng yr ardaloedd hyn.

Asesiad

~14. Dywedodd y Cyngor Bwrdeistref fod maint y Cyngor o 33 aelod fwy neu
lai'n iawn, er na fyddent yn gwrthwynebu newid bach yn yr aelodaeth er mwyn
sicrhau cynrychiolaeth gytbwys. Aethom ymlaen ar y sail honno a chynigiwn

bellach gyngor ; 34 gelod yn cynrychioli 22 ward.

10.

ii. that Penrhiwtyn and Melyncrythan were "almost
interchangeable as indicators of location ". They
said that joining the two community wards into one
district ward was the only action that took account of

"community" affinity;

iii. that the electorate living in Penrhiwtyn did not
consider themselves part of the Community of Briton
Ferry. They said that this was recognised by the
Commission in the Special Community Review which proposed

a separate Community for Briton Ferry which excluded

Penrhiwtyn.

They added that one member of the existing North Ward agreed with the Clerk's

suggestion that the Cefn Saeson and Crynallt Wards should be merged because
this was the correct affinity.

13. The Labour Party Group said that it was the view of the local members
that Dylais and Onllwyn should not be merged for district electoral purposes.
These areas had been sevnarated for community council purpoées and the two
communities were very distinct and parochial in their attitude to local
government affairs. The Group opposed the suggestion that the North Ward of
Coedffranc should be merged with Dyffryn Clydach since they said that there
was no affinity between these areas and the geography did not lend itself

to be covered by one district councillor. They therefore urged separate
representation for Dyffryn Clydach, an area that would contimie to have its
own community council. They also requested that the North and South
Community Wards of the Community of Blaenhonddan should remain as one ward
for district electoral purposes and that the village of Blaengwrach should
be separately represented and not merged with the West Central Ward of the

Community of Glynneath because there was no geographical affinity between
these areas.

Assessment

14. The Borough Council said that the size of the council of 33 members was
about right, although they would not object to a minor adjustment of
membership in the interests of parity of representation. We have proceeded

on that basis and now propose a council of 34 members representing 22 wards.

11,




15. Gwnaethom ystyried posibilrwydd gwneud Cymdeithasau Dulais ac Onllwyn yn
wardiau dosbarth ar wahQn, pob un wedi'i chynrychioli gan un cynghorydd, ond
credem fod hyn yn anfoddhaol oherwydd yr amcangyfrifid y byddai 1000 o
etholwyr yng Nghymdeithas Onllwyn ym 1985 ac y byddai ganddi hawl i 0.65
cynghorydd, tra byddai Cymdeithas Dulais, yr amcangyfrifid y byddal 1900 o
etholwyr yno ym 1985 a chanddi hawl i 1. 24 cynghorydd, yn dal a T un
gynrychiolaeth, sef un cynghorydd dosbarth, gyda bron dwywaith cymaint o
etholwyr. Teimlwn, felly, ¥ dylai Cymdeithasau Dulais ac Onllwyn ffurfio un

ward ddosbarth.

16. Rhoesom ystyriaeth hefyd i'r cynnig y dylai Cymdeithas Blaen=-gwrach
ffurfio ward ddosbarth unigol ond eto fe gredem fod hyn yn anfoddhaol:
oherwydd yr amcangyfrifid y byddai yno 950 o etholwyr ym 1985, ni fyddai
ganddi hawl ond i 0.62 cynghorydd. Mae mwyafrif etholwyr ¥y gymdeithas hon yn
byw yn agos i Ward ¥ Canol Gorllewinol yng Nghymdeithas Glyn-nedd. Er bod ¥y
ward hon ar yr ochr arall i'r rheilffordd, mae'n anodd derbyn nad oes yna
unrhyw berthynas rhwng y ddwy ardal. Cynigiwn, felly, y dylai Cymdeithas
Blaen-gwrach a Ward y Canol Gorllewinol yng Nghymdeithas Glyn-nedd ffurfio

un ward ddosbarth.

17. Er na rbes ¥y Gr@p Llafur unrhyw resymau yn cefnogi eu hawgrym ¥ dylai
Wardiau Gogledd Bryn-coch a De Bryn-coch yug Nghymdeithas Blaenhonddan aros
yn un ward ddosbarth, dywedodd Clerc Cyngor Bwrdeistref Nedd y byddai'r

datblygiad tai yn Ward De Bryn-coch yn 31 pob tebyg wedi'i gwblhau erbyn 1985.

Ystyriwn y dylai'r ardaloedd hyn gael eu cynrychloll ar wahan ar y Cyngor
Bwrdeistref yn hytrach na chael eu cyfuno i ffurfio'r hyn a fyddai'r ward
ddosbarth fwyaf, ac felly cynigiwn Ward De Bryn-coch wedi'i chynrychioli gan
ddau gynghorydd a Ward Gogledd Bryn-coch wedi'i chynrychioli gan un

cynghorydd.

18, Derbyniwn farn ¥y Ger Llafur y dylai Cymdeithas Dyffryn Clydich ffurfio
ward ddosbarth fel ar hyn o bryd oherwydd nad oes yna gysylltiad a Ward y

Gogledd yng Nghymdeithas Coed-ffranc gerllaw. O ganlyniad, cynigiwn ¥y dy}ai
Ward y Gogledd yng Nghymdeithas Coed-ffranc ffurfio ward ddosbarth ar wahan.
Gwnaethom ystyried, fodd bynnag, bosibilrwydd ffurfio un ward ddosbarth o'r

12,

15 We considered the possibility of making the Communities of Dylais and
Onllwyn separate district wards each represented by one councillor, but
thought this to be undesirable because the Community of Onllwyn, with an
estimated electorate of 1000 in 1§85, would have a councillor entitlement
of 0,65 in 1985, whereas the Community of Dylais, with an estimated
electorate of 1900 in 1985 and a councillor entitlement of 1.24 would have
the same representation of one district councillor with almost double the
electorate. We therefore consider that the Communities of Dylais and

Onllwyn should form one district ward.

16. We alsc gave consideration to the oroposal that the Community of
Blaengwrach should form a single district ward, but again thought this to be
undesirable because, with an estimated electorate 6f 950 in 1985, its
entitlement would be only 0.62 councillors. The majority of the electorate
of this community live in close proximity to the West Central Ward of the
Community of Glynneath. Although this ward is on the other side of the
railway line, it is difficult to accept that there is no affinity between
these two areas. We, therefore, propose that the Community of Blaengwrach
and the West Central Ward of the Community of Glynneath should form one

district ward.

17 Although the Labour Group did not provide any supporting reasons for

- their suggestion that BryﬁE?ch North and Bryﬁé?ch South Wards of the

Community of Blaenhonddan should remain as one district ward, the Clerk of
Neath Borough Council stated that there was every likelihood that the
housing development in the Bryﬁé?ch South Ward would be completed by 1985,
We consider that these areas should be separately represented on the
Borocugh Council rather than be amalgamated to form what would be the
largest district ward and therefore propose a Bryﬁé?ch South Ward
represented by two councillors and a Brynﬁ?ch North Ward represented by

one councillor,

18, We accept the Labour Group's view that the Community of Dyffryn Clydach
should form a district ward as at present because thereis no affinity with
the neighbouring North Ward of the Community of Coedffranc. In consequence,
we propose that the North Ward of the Community of Coedffranc should form a

Separate district ward. We did, however, consider the possibility of the

13.




pedair ward arall yng Nghymdeithas Coed-ffranc ond ymddengys y byddai'n well
pe bai'r wardiau dosbarth yn 1lai er mwyn i bob ardal gael ei chynrychioli ar
y Cyngor Bwrdeistref. Cynigiwn, felly, ¥ dylai Ward y Canol Dwyreiniol a
Ward y Canol ffurfio un ward ddosbarth, ac y dylai Wardiau'r Gorllewin a'r

Canol Gorllewinol ffurfio ward ddosbarth arall.

‘ A~ . - 1
19, Gwnaethom ystyried cynnig ¥ Grwp Llafur ¥y dylai Cymdeithas Llansawi |
gael dwy ward ddosbarth er mwyn darparu cynrychiolaeth ddosbarth ar wahan 1
Gymdeithas Castell-nedd. Derbyniwn eu cynnig y dylai Wardiau Cymdeithas
Cwrt Sart a Chraigydarren ffurfio un ward ddosbarth, ac ¥ dylai Wardiau

Cymdeithas Brynhyfryd a Shelone Wood ffurfio ward ddosbarth arall.

20. Er bod ¥y Gr&p Llafur wedi cynnig y dylai Wardiau Crynalit a Chefnéaeson
yng Nghymdeithas Castell-nedd fod yn wardiau dosbarth ar wahan, derbyniwn §
farn a fynegwyd gan aelod o'r Ward Ogleddol bresennol yﬂdyla%'r ddwy ardal hyn
ffurfio un ward ddosbarth gan eu bod yn dwyn perthynas a'il gilydd. Cred yr
Aelod o'r Cyngor Sir ar gyfer ardaloedd Llanilltud Fach, Gnoll, Ciml? lsaf-a
Glannant y dylai pob un o'r ardaloedd hyn gael cynrychiolaeth ar wahan.

Byddai ffurfio un ward ddosbarth o bob ardal yng Nghymdeithas Castell-?edd,
gydag un cynghorydd bob un, yn achosi cryn anghyfartaledd rh.wng y »\la.'rdlzani1 c;Lr
ran y gymhareb etholwyr:cynghorwyr. Cynigiwn, felly, ¥ dylid ffurfio pe %
ward ddosbarth ar wahan yng Nghymdeithas Castell-nedd yn cynnwys (a) Wardiau
Cymdeithas Penrhiwtyn a Melincryddan, (b) Wardiau Cymdeithas ¥ Castell a
Llanilltud Fach, (c) Wardiau Cymdeithas Mount pleasant a Gnoll a (d)

wWardiau Cymdeithas Cefnsaeson a Chrynallt.

A .
21 Gwnaethom ystyried posibilrwydd uno Cymdeithas Pelenna a chymdeithas
gyfagos at ddibenion etholiadau dosbarth. Fodd bynnag, oherwydd daearyddiaeth

yr ardal mae hyn yn anymarferol a chynigiwn ¥ dylai'r gymdeithas ffurfio un

ward ddosbarthe

22. Gwnaethom awgrymu enwau ar gyfer yr holl wardiau dosbarth yn seiliedig
ar enwau'r wardiau cymdeithas pneu'r cymdeithasau a gynhwysid o fewn y wardiau
dosbarth hynny, ac fe nodir y rhain yn Atodiadau A a B. Ond byddem yn cr?esam
unrhyw gynnig arall yngl?h ag enwau, yn enwedig os byddent yn fwy cyffredinol
dderbyniol yn yr ardaloedd yr effeithir arnynt.

2%3. Mae'r cynllun etholiadol drafft hwn yn cynnwys ein barn ragarweiniol ar

14.

four remaining wards of the Community of Coedffranc forming one district

ward but it seems best if the district wards were smaller so that each area

is represented on the Borough Council., We, therefore, propose that the East

Central and Central Wards should form one district ward and the West and

West Central Wards another district ward.

19. We considered the Labour Group’s proposal that the Community of
Briton Ferry shoudd have two district wards to provide separate district
representation from the Community of Neath. We accept their proposal that
Cwrt Sart and Craig-y-darren Community Wards should form one district ward

and that the Brynhyfryd and Shelone Wood Community Wards should form another
district ward.

20. Although the Labour Group proposed that the Crynallt and Cefn Saeson
Wards of the Community of Neath should be separate district wards, we accept
the view expressed by a member of the present North Ward that these two areas
should form one district ward because there is an affinity between these two
areas., The County Council Member for the areas of Llantwit, Gnoll, Lower
Cimla and Glannant takes the view that these areas should each have

separate representation. To form one district ward of each area in the
Community of Neath, with one councillor each, would cause considerable
inequal ity between the wards. We therefore propose that four separate
district wards should be formed in the Community of Neath comprising (a)

the Community Wards of Penrhiwtyn and Melyncrythan,(b) the Ommunity Wards

of Castle and Llantwit, (c¢) the Community Wards of Mount Pleasant and Gnoll
and (d) the Community Wards of Cefn Saeson and Crynallt.

21, We considered the possibility of merging the Community of Pelenna with
a neighbouring community for district electoral purposes. However, because

of the topography of the area this is impracticable and we propose that the
community should form one district ward.

22, We have suggested names for each district ward based on the name of
the community ward, community or communities that are included within the
district ward and these are given in Schedules A and B, However we would
welcome any cther proposal for names, particularly if they would be more
generally acceptable in the localities concerned.

23. This draft electoral scheme comprises our preliminary views on new

15,




drefniadau etholiadol newydd y dosbarth ar gyfer Bwrdeistref Nedd, a byddwn

yn croesawu unrhyw sylwadau yngl?n a'r cynigion hyn.

24. Hoffem fynegi'n diolch i Gyngor Bwrdeistref Nedd, Cyngor Sir Gorllewin
Morgannwg a phawb arall sydd wedi cyflwyno sylwadau i ni yn y rhan hon o'r

arolwg.
25. Dylid anfon unrhyw sylwadau ar y cynllun drafft hwn at ¥Yr Ysgrifennydd,

Comisiwn Ffiniau Llywodraeth Leol i Gymru, Queens Court, Plymouth Street,

Caerdydd CF1 UDA, erbyn 26 Mehefin 1981.

26 Mawrth 1981

LILOFNODWYD

ELISABETH CRAWSHAY (Cadeirydd)
IDRIS DAVEY (Dirprwy Cadeirydd)
WILLIAM COLEMAN

D W C MORGAN

R T D WILLIAMS

D T M DAVIES (Ysgrifennydd)

16.
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district electoral arrangements for the Borough of Neath, and we shall

welcome any representations in regpect of these proposals.

24. We wish to express our gratitude to Neath Borough Council, West
Glamorgan County Council and to all others who have made representations

to us at this stage of the review.

25. All observations on this draft scheme should be sent to The Secretary,
Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales, Queens Court, Plymouth
Street, Cardiff CF1 4DA not later than 26 June 1981.

26 March 1981

SIGNED

ELISABETH CRAWSHAY (Chairman)
IDRIS DAVEY (Deputy Chairman)
WILLIAM COLEMAN

D W C MORGAN

R T D WILLIAMS

D T M DAVIES (Secretary)

1T




*y8noxog oyl UT JOTTTOUNOD Iad
sJo0309Te-Jo Joqumu a3elsae oy}l £q 93e10308T9 piem TBL103 oYU} wgw@m\mwﬁ \nn..ﬁmnﬂmamo ST (0L vnm J, STWNTOO) JUBWATRITIUS BYJT sTION
LA os€e 0G€ . ! yoep4A1H
¢ avet etz L6tz P ukizzfg jo fyrummwon ouL|  NAMAAAG | €1
ugppuoyuselg Jo LiTunuwwo)
gL°o ooet 002t gL°0 GgLi 6oLl 3 @43 JO paBy uojxope) SYL| NOLMOAYD |°cl
ugppuoyuse g Jo ’
£y Tudwwoy sy} JO SpIBM
G0t 0094 0091 96°0 gati gsvi b MeIJTI) Pue sSTRINDILAY Y] |SIVINGUILY | i
ueppuoyuse g
Jo fytunuwwos eyl Jo HLEON
LEeL 0002 0002 62° 1 avéL ar6L L paEy UIJION Yoodukrg eyL| HOOONX¥E | Ol
usppuoyuUee g
Jo Ljtunumo)n ey} Jo HLNOS
62°2 osLL 005¢ 06°1L 6evL Llge e PIeM yimnog nomMWhnm °qlL | HOOONIHE 6
biet 0oLt ooLl LLet Ylot Lot l BUUQL Jo L}Tumumic) ey VNNOL 8
elo oot 00k L 2Ll°0 g6ol €60t 1 BUUS O JO A}Tunumo) eyy VNN THI L
usafosey Jo
f3runumo) eyl Jo spaejy
L6°0 06%1L 06€1L L6°o 29l ol L Y3dIo) puepemiesIaqy eyl | NAATOSHH 9
: usafossy JOo A}Tunumoc)
8Yy3 Jo pJdey ynog syj pue
86°0 0061 0041 88°0 1235} PeeL ! sudlp Jo ALjprTunuwuwo) syy, ENXID G
, yjeeuudtn Jo L4 Tunwmon
8y} Jo paepy TeJ3uUSs)
388y 2y3} pue yosJImIueeTg
12l 0481 (0141 €2l LGgl LGgL ! Jo Aytunuwwo) oYL |HOVUMONZVIEA| V
yreeuul1n Jo A}runwuo)
8y} Jo Spdey }sep
66°1 626l 14413 L6°L otvi 268z Z pue Tedjue) ‘yseq oyl | HLYANNXIO £
uAMTTuQ ¥
06°1 oghi 0062 00°2 gLalL 6ot 2 STeTAQ JO SOT jrunuuwoy oy SIVIXQ 2
Go°4 00914 009t Go°1 06614 0651 1 jueudap jo LpTunumion eyg €L NVN XD l
oL . 6 8 L 9 q 14 £ 2 i
& NEWE'LL TLNE YOTTIONAQO  |ELVIQLOETH \LNIWA'LL ILNE HOTIIONAOD SHOTTIDNNOD
YOTTIIONAOD cuanosyg | CBVVWILSE | HOTIIONNOD | ¥d SUOLOTTI RLVH0G0ETE g0 ON NOTLJIHOSH] HNYN ON
Sgbél 0861 - . _quym
HUNLONULS TIONNO) HONOUOE aUSOdoHd
¥ EINGEHOS HLVEN J0 HDNOHOH
SheniB s i G

_ *3oa3sTepand £ uk pphioyBulo qoq T (ppeTelaezLd ae)
2LATOU3e I£ JeJTu ® pIesm £ JAaToyls wapuejLo nuuel AnI} (0L © / NEUJOTOD) qufppt [Awy sww £ zLnTorysiiuls £ Jeytu JIT8) IWHAON
v

H5°L 0¢ce 06€e Shel LéLe L6L2 8 qoepA1) ukigzLq seyirepui) NAYALRG zL
94°0 0024 00ZL 84°0 GgLL aQLL L ueppuoyuse(d seylTepulydy
Ful BmywBue|] pIep DALYONVTL 2L
mumvﬂo.sﬁm.mﬁm
“0°L 009L 0091l 96°0 gahl e L geyl Tepwhydy Bul mrazz-TTun
B BTETNpPIeqy NETPuEl SI VINauaday b
Fmpw 0002 0002 Bzl gHéL ghbL i ueppuoyuserd SwY3TepuiydN HO0O-NA¥E ,
8uk yooo-ukag ppeTdon pIBp aaEieon ot
: g2°2 0644 005¢ 06°L 6yt &g e weppuoyuesld #€y3Tepuiyay
Bul yooo=-ufag o] PIBA | HO0D-NI¥H HQ 6
Leey 0041 0041 LLeL #49L #9L L suno], weyliepuin VHNOL o
Lo oobL 0oLl 2470 €601 £60L L suusTad seylTapul) YNNTIE é
L6°0 06€L 0651 46°0 2oyt 2oL L usjiosey
goeyusTepniuiy Suf pperdop
£ prep v pemgedisqy paep NELIOSTd 9
© L - 88°0 cel el L usjiosay
86%0 oost 00s 88 K " geyyTepmlydy Sul eq
£ paem ® om[) X 88Y3TepWLD NOTID K 4
Leck 0sgL 05t geotL Legt L58L L ppou~-ul(n seyjtepulydn 3ul
: TouTMeTId0D Tous) £ pIep
¥ yowanB-useld geyultepmil) | HOVIAD-NTVIL Ui
66°1L cesL 0508 L6°L Syl 26ue 2 ppau~ul(y seq}TepRAYIN
Fuk VTASTTIOD I,¥
Toue) £ ‘ureiimg JI,NBTPIBH AQEN~NETD ¢
N 00°2 LGl 4444 2 ULRTTUQ
oo ogak o06e 8 se steing weseyj3Tepmi) SIVI0a 3
G0°L 009t 0091 €0t .ommw -06GL L jueuMeL) I Swy3ITepmh) INYNOTED R L
oL 6 o P2 9 G U ¢ 2 L
THAAAT HIMIORIE INLaQT
: IHVE SVH X mmmmmwmmwu 4,0 THVE TVH X mmwmmmwmwo HANIORIT mwmmmmmmmo QVIdTEDSIA ANE AT HY
w UANTOTHORENAD | ~ . ATHIXDNYORY | SXMTOTHOKMNAD
H
, a6l 0géL qavm

ITIISTHAIAE HODNAD X DIAIHIIVAYY HILVMRVE4L

¥V QvidoLy JQaN JIYLSIICEME




y8noaog oYy} UL SIOTTIounos Jad JOTTTIOUNOD

aod sgo3loeTs Jo Jequmu afeJosr oy} £q '©1210399To piem Tel0% 9Y3 JuTplalp Lq pautezqo ST (QL pue A SUuUMTOY) JUswWeT3Tius sy AION
6261 Ay 06616 7LGL Ay oLYiLS 143
Lxzoyg
uo3TJIg JOo L}Tunumos
8y} Jo SpJey POOM SUOTSYS LSHEM X¥umd
£6°1L Gl 0662 o°¢e A9} ¥g0¢ 2 pue phijiyuiag eyj NQLT¥E 22
Kxasg .
uoltdg Jo L}tunuuwon
oY} JO SPJIBM }JeE 1IM) LSYE A¥ddd
9°t osel 0062 G9°1L 9vet z6hz Z pue usdIep-L=-STBI) OYJ NOLI¥g iz
yiesN Jo L)ptunumon
8yl JO Spdaepy ulimtyJdusdg
g6z LiGL 0ssY gL°€ G091 Gigy € pue ueyl s uLTei eyy |  NALMIHHUNEL 02
yjesy Jo L} tunumon
8yl jo spdey juesesq INVSYE1d
29°2 £eet 000V GlL°z 06¢€1L oLLY ¢ JuUnoO) pue [Toun eYJ LNNOW 6l
yieeN Jo A4Tunuuion
8y} Jo spJaep 3Treuday
£g°L ootl 0082 ¥9°1 (374! Ggve 2 pue uosseg ujep oyl | NOSHYS NJED gt
ysesy
fo h&ﬁgEEOO |3} Jo spJdeym
13 G294 06zg £2-2 Lgoi PLES 2 }TmMiue]] pue @118B) 8Yj LIMLNVTT Li
sueaJJpec) Jo
£ytunumo) @yl Jo SpIBjy L SHEM
giet 008} 00gL €Ll Golt Solt L [eaque) 3S3 pue }sep syj ONVUIITEOD 91
SUBJIJIP20) JO L) TUNULO)
8yl Jo spJaep [edius) TYELNED
LL*t 0S¢E1L oolz €6°1 29vL z6e 2 pue TeJiue) 18 oYJ ONVHIITHEOD G
ouRJIIpeo) Jo L)Tunwuio) HLYON
bLeL ooLt oolLl k2ot Gegl Gzgl L ey} JO pJdep YJION 9] | - ONYULICHOD 14"
oL 6 8 L 9 g 4 £ F4 1
LR JOTTIONAOD
- TLNT FLYHOLOETY | LNEWETLILNE [HOTTIONNOD ¥Ed SHOTTIONNOY
YOTIIONNOD mmmmmaam (BLYWILSE HOTTIONAOD SHOLDHETH BLYHOLOMTE J0 ON NOLLJIHOSH] AWYN ON
Gg6L 0861 QUM

S e

°Jaxjstepami £ uf pphAroylufo qoq T Avvwamuhmwhm I8) IhnTouza

Ik nwman ' paem £ xfmToyze wmsuslLo nuuex £mIy (0L ® 4 nBUofod) JufppT Tmey sew £ ILMTOTYSAXUAD £ X8JTU JTeD :YAAON
6251 nL6L
ppaTeIeIL) 06615 ppaTeyIe;iy OLhLs e
£6°1L Ginl 0862 Ho°2 ZHslL +80¢ 2 TemesueT] seyjropmiysN
Buf poopy suoTeyg TEMYSNVTI
® phayiyulad nerpiem NI MITTH0D 2c
H9°1 oszL 0062 69°1L 9H2l 2642 2 TemesUBT] SeYITapwAYIN
Buk 3jaeg amyp TAMVSNYTI
e UsJilepldted) neipiem NIVEIMg L2
96°2 LLGL 065+ gL°¢ S09L ‘CLgh ¢ PPeu~T1835R) SEYITIPUAYIN
. Bul ulfymTyaueyd
® ueppiIouTaf netTpIem NAIMI HINIED 0e
29°¢ geeL 000% Gl 2 06¢1L oTAR ¢ peu-TIa39e]) syl Tepulydy
_ 8uf jueseold INVSVIId
JUnol ® TTOuUH nerpaep LNOOKW 6L
cg°L ooHL 0092 79°L O Sghe 2 peu~-TTa3se) sey3tepmiysdy
Suf jipeuiayn
B UOS2BSUIR) NRIPIBH NOSHVSNATD gL
cLez Sz91 062¢ geoz 499t L7214 z PPou~-T193158) SeYITpBAYIN
Suk yoeq pnyIITUET] HOVA
¥ Tle3ge) I,nBTpIep QOITIINVTI LL
gLeL oogl oogL gLeL GOLL G0LL L JUBIII-pe0) vyl Tepuiyudy
Bul TourmsT{Ion Toued £ ONVEII-@FOD
pJIeM B UTMDTTION £ paepm NI MATTH0D oL
JURIII~Pao) geyliapwiyld
JXAN" 0G¢lL 0042 €6°L 294l qeée Z mmth monm%a» wumu m "TONVD
Totutexdmg Touwe) £ paep ONVEILA-@I0D Gl
Lol 00414 00LL Lzt GegL GegL L ouUBIJI=-Pa0c) SeYITspmAyIN ONVHALI~-QE0D
Buf ppailon £ paepm aaainon 7t
oL 6 2 [ 9 s i ¢ 4 L
INAQQT , YAKTIOHIT INAQAT
TMVH VA X mmmwmwwmwm 4.0 TAVH VW X mwmmmwmmmo YAMTOHLI mwwmmmwwmo AVIAIYDSId ANT JATHY
HAMTOI HOX¥NED ATHAXONVONY |HAMTOIHDAUNAD
GQ61L 0R6L quvm




YFnoaog ayy ur JOTTTOUN0o Jod suao3oe(s

Jo Jaqumu adeaasAe ayy £q 93®J1030373 pJeM B30} SY} Sulplalp £q poutreiqo ST (9 :EﬂHOOV juswariIlue eyyj $SLON
9GGL Ay £9E LS 139
ueppuoyuarig
v6°2 Ggee 69GY 4 Jo ystaed oy} Jo paem yoooukag ayy . 91
ugppuoyuae g M
9L°0 GglLL GglLi l Jo ystaed ayj Jo paep uo}xope) w&ew Gl
JaM01] m

steIng Jo ystJed sy} jo paep
: STeINpJIsqy ey} pue ueppuoyueIg i
¥6°0 geti gstrL l Jo ystaed oy} Jo paeM MLIJTTI) SYY | 14
JeMo7] steing Jo ystaed ayj Jo :
; paey jueudan oy} pue J8y3ITH STRING :
20°L ; 0661 0661 ] ! Jo ystred ay3 jo prepy juculin oy

€l

Iyt Ssteng jo M
Geot ovélL ovéi ! gstsed sy} JOo pIEM SJ93STIG UaASG Y] zl

w Jey3ty steTng
29°0 W 2L6 2L6 “ L Jo ystaed eyj3 jo paepm ufMITuQ aYyJ bL
¢9°0 W yiot yiot M I yoeamBuse g Jo ystaed sy oL

; UaaTosay -
08°1 Loyt 2082 m 2 % JamMoT YjesN ‘eulyp Jo seystaed eyj 6
of°t Lz2oz P Leoz W L 'uuol, Jo ystaed ey . Q
6£°2 ! 098l ozls 2 JeyITy YeoN jo ystded eyj | L
Ly W vigl Y69 : v m oueIJpeos jo ystaed oyf 9
ve-L 980¢ . 9802 , b i Yoepd1y ukigyhg Jo  ystaed ayj G

w W JI9USTH U0}SToeYOTH
69°0 : zlot zLol M I w pue JoySTH uelfeqg jo ystJded ayf ° ¥
gt-¢ W GLEL 1926 : 14 w paep £ilag uo}tdg yjeeN oYL ¢
pe-S ; 9g€1L €L€Q W 9 | PIEM Y3NOS Y3eSN 8YJ | z
vy W GalLt 0069 : 1 W PIBM Y3.ION Y}eaN oyj ! I
9 ; 4 % € ; A !
INEWETLIINE | 40TTIONNOO 0861 “  YEEHON
YOTTIONADD | Ydd SHOLOETE FELYYALOTTE - SHOTIIONAJD d0 ozw aNY1 J0 VIdy | quvM

S vy co——

NOILVLNUSHHJEY TIONNOD HONJHOH OHNILSIXE
HLVHN 40 HOAOHOHE

€ EINAHEHDS

S

cJollstapamd A Ul ppAIoysuAo non,ﬂ wﬁdedvhdwhw by-D)
J&mtoyze I£ asjtu E paem £ afmToyrs wmsueyfo nuuel Ama3 (g uyo[od) Jufppt Tmey aew £ ILMTOoTY2AIukd £ J9JTU JT3) :¥IAQON

GGl
v@mﬁmpummho £9LS te _

H6°2 ggee 6944 2 ueppuoyuasTq
JAMTYW wh yosoo=ulxg pJaepm 9L

94°0 gLl agLL L ueppuoquseTd
JARTYN wh SmieldueTT piep gL

%6°0 gahL QGhL L Jesl stelnq JAATUW wk

STeTNpJIaqy pJlep e ugppuoyuseld
JAMTUW Wk MTIZI-TTO PIBM Hi

20°L 0651 0661 L Jes] stelnq JAaTyW wk

JuBUnLRI) L PJdepM ®v Jeyosf] ertelng
JAMTYH wh jueunad)d § pJIep i

c2L oh6lL oH6l L Jeyoaq steing
JAmTUH wi sTelnpuserd pIep 2L

29°0 246 26 L Feuop sterng
FAMTUW wk udmTuQ paep Ll
69°0 HLoL HLoL L yorwamd-useld JLmTd oL

0g°L Lowl 2092 2 usyrossy e jyesl
ppau~-[123ise) ‘unid X TIAmTd 6
0¢°L 4202 4,202 L BUUOJ, JAMT Q
6g°2 09gL 02l% 2 Jeyoq ppeu-Tie3ise) JLMId P2
GLh #l9L 7579 # oueajJ-peod JAMId 9
HeoL 9802 980¢ L yoepA1d ukagzfg 3Amid g

69°0 2L0L 2401 L Jeyo[ uejy-sluk-Todueyijuel]
e Jeyo) uerdeqg r4Amid f
Qs ¢ GLEL L9es f ppau~-1Te3se) ‘Temesuel] paem ¢
h¢°S 9g¢ L cLeg 9 ppau~TTa3se) 20 PIEM 2
ehoy G2l 0069 H ppau-[Te3se) ppe[3op pIepy L
9 S Ut ¢ 2 L

INAQAI TMVH TVH Y AMHOHONLD 0g61L YAMIOHDONAD HIAYOOTHLL QEVM X dTHY
K YAMIOIHOXHNAD SYAMTIOHIZ w YAWIOHIZ X ¥9EAIN

JYALSTAAIME JODNAD X TONNISHMY HIHVIOIHDXYNAD

Qa3N JANLSTIAYMG
g dvIqoLy




PRODUCED iM WALES BY HMSO
REPROGRAPHIC DIVISION CARDIFF




L=




